ABSTRACT
or did he use one to the exclusion of the other? Which text-form(s) of Samuel and/or Chronicles were employed by him in composing Ant 7.71-77? What sort of rewriting techniques did he apply to the data of his source(s)? Are there noteworthy distinctive features to Josephus' version which result from his application of these? Why did he choose to incorporate the episodes in question into his selective recapitulation of Bib lical history? Finally, what messages might his relecture be intended to convey to Ant's double audience, i e cultivated Gentiles and fellow Jews?
In turning now to my comparison, I divide up the material to be studied into two parallel segments: 1) First Battle (2 Sam 5:17-21/1 Chronicles 14:8-12/Ant 7.71-74); and 2) Second Battle (5:22-25/14:13-17/7.75-77).
FIRST BATTLE
The Biblical sources commence their opening battle account with a double indication concerning the movements of the Philistines (5:17a,18// 14:8a,9), between which stands a notice on David's counter-move (5:17b// 14:8b). Josephus leaves aside the latter item10. His doing this allows him (7.71) to work together into a continuous sequence the sources' separated indications on the Philistine advance: "When the Philistines (naXoíiaríoi)11 learned that David had been chosen king (Baoi\éa...áiro5E5siynéi'ov)12 by the Hebrews ('EBpaiwv)13, they marched (oTpaTevovoLv) against him14 to Jerusalem15 and when they had taken the so-called Valley of the Giants (tt] 
v K o tX á S a t G)v Y iy á v T u tv Y 6
, -this is a place not fa r from the city17,-they encamped (OTpaTOTtE&EvovTcti)18 there"19.
2 Samuel 5:19aa/l Chronicle 14:10aa relate a further measure (cf 5:17b/14:8b) taken by David in face of the Philistine threat, i e his "inquiring of the Lord/God" , the modality of which they leave indeterminate. Josephus (7.72) renders the manner of the "inquiry"-David's first and only reaction to the Philistines' moves in his presentation (see n 10)-more specific: "But the king of the Jews ( 'IouSaiwi')20, who permitted himself to do nothing without an oracle (wpo<t>rjTEtag) 
and a com mand o f God and without having him as a surety (iyyvvrrjv)21 fo r the future, ordered the high priest22 to foretell ( i r p o X é y e i v ) to him ..."23.
The sources (5:19aB7/14:10aB7) continue with a "quotation" of David's dou ble, direct discourse question to the Deity: "Shall I go up against the Philistines? Wilt thou give them into my hand?" The historian's rendition recasts the king's words in indirect discourse24, while also focussing these more on God and what he will do25: " ...what was God's pleasure (rí S o k e ï 9 eQi) 26 and what the outcome of the battle ( t o r e X o q r í j g f i á x v s ) would be". The royal inquiry concludes in 5 :19b/14:10b with the Lord instructing David "Go up, and I will give them into your hand" . In line with his own previous account, Josephus (7.73a) has the divine reply mediated by the high priest, likewise transposing this into indirect discourse and making it a transition to what follows: "and when he (the high priest) prophesied (irpo< j> r)TEvoavToq, cf T t p o^T e i a q , 7.72) a decisive victory (vinr\v Koti KpáToqY1) . . . ". The entire foregoing reworking of the sources' notice on David's "inquiry" exemplifies several wider tendencies of Josephus' ver sion of Biblical history in Ant, i e interjection of the terms "prophet" , "prophesy" , "prophecy" in contexts where the Bible lacks such, and his recurrent association of the priesthood with prophetic activity28.
The sources (5:20a/14:lla) recount the actual battle in quite sum mary terms: David goes up to "Baal-perazim" (MT) where he defeats the Philistines. Josephus embellishes notably, even while leaving aside the name of the battle-site: "(David) led his force out (ê^áyei)29 against the Philistines. At the first encounter (yevonetrqt; ovn0o\fj<;) he fe ll suddenly upon the enemy's rear30, slew (aveKTeive) part o f them and put the rest to flight"31. To their mention of "Baal-perazim" as the battle site the Biblical narratives attach an aitiological remark (5:20b/14:llb), connecting that name with a statement by David on the occasion of his victory32. Having left aside the site name itself (see above), Josephus likewise dispenses with the Bible's etymological elaboration of this33. Conversely, he fills the "lacuna" thus created by him with an extended editorial comment (7.74) whose purpose is to preclude readers from viewing David's just-won vic tory as a mere "pushover"34. This reads:
Let no one, however, suppose that it was a small army of Philistines that came against the Hebrews (see 7.71), or infer from the swiftness of their defeat35 or from their (i e the Philistines') failure to perform any courageous or noteworthy ( 7 evvc& ov / íjjS c /íg'.p r v p ia q o tq io v) 36 act that there was any reluctance (BpctSvrrjTct)37 or cowardice (áyévveiav)3*; on the contrary it should be known that all Syria and Phoenicia and beside them many other warlike (iroXXá nai fiaxiiice)39 nations fought along with them and took part in the war40.
The sources round off (5:21/14:12) their first battle account with a notice of David's disposition of the idols/gods left behind by the routed Philistines. Josephus reserves this item for the close of his second battle story (see on 7.77 below)41. In place thereof he proceeds (7.75) directly to his (greatly amplified) version of the Biblical introductions (5:22/14:13) to the Philistines' new military initiative:
It was for this reason alone [i e their de facto courage and eagerness for combat as spoken of in 7.74] that, after having been defeated so often and lost so many tens of thousands42, they attacked (cxievai)43 the Hebrews (see 7.71,74) with a larger force. In fact, after their discomfiture in these battles (jmxatgY* they came against David with an army three times as large45, and encamped (ÊOTpciToirebEvoctTo, cf aTpctToitEbEvovTcti, 7.71) on the same site (i e the "Valley of the Giants" , 7.71)46.
David, according to 5:23/14:14, reacts to the renewed Philistine aggression by again "inquiring of the Lord/God" (compare 5:19/14:9). Josephus' rendition (7.76a) of the royal initiative at this juncture echoes the wording employed by him for David's previous "inquiry" (see 7.72): "Again the Israelites' king (compare "king of the Jews" , 7.72)47 inquired of God (tpofiévov top OeovY* concerning the issue o f the battle (xepi ríjq xepï rqv íiáxqv e£ó<5ou)49, and the high priest gave the prophetic warning (xpo^rjreúei)50. .. " .
Following their mention David's "inquiry" , 5:23aa/14:14aa, the sources go on, in 5:23afi-24/14:14aB-15, to quote the Deity's response: David is not to launch a frontal attack on the Philistines, but to await the divine signal that will be given him. The various witnesses all represent that signal as involving the "agitation" of some sort of "trees" , but differ in their designation for the trees in question51. The Josephan version of the instructions given David clearly reflect the wording of BL 5:23-24 on the latter point as against those of the other witnesses: "(David is told) to hold his army in the so- The sources conclude their second battle account (5:25b/14:16b) by noting David's (or the Israelites', so MT 14:16) "smiting" the Philistines from Geba (so MT 5:25)/ Gibeon (so BL 5:25/MT BL 14:16) to Gezer. The his torian leaves aside the starting point of the pursuit, but otherwise elaborates (7.77b) on this development as well: "He pursued (Siw/cei)56 them as far as the city (tóXêwc)57 of Gazara, which is the border o f their country58, and when he plundered (Siapxáfci)59 their camp {irapEfiPoXijv)60, found in it great wealth61; he also destroyed (Sie4>Qeipe) their gods (to vg Osovq avT& v)". As pointed out above, the last component of the foregoing sequence, speaking of David's disposition of the Philistines' "gods" , represents Josephus' "delayed" utilization of the notice which, in his sources (see 5:21/14:12), serves to conclude the first battle account62. More specifically, in representing David as "destroying" the Philistines' "gods" Josephus aligns himself with the wording of 14:12 (MT BL), i e ("and they [ 
the Philistines] left their gods [BL T o u q O E o iiq u v t w v
= Josephus] there), and David gave command, and they were burnt" against MT (and B) 5:21 which has the Philistines leaving their "idols" (so MT D1V3XJJ, BL rovq Osovt; avrow = Josephus) and David and his men "taking" (B êX áfiooav) these63.
The Chronicler provides his foregoing double battle account (14:8-16) with a notice (14:17) highlighting the far-reaching effects of David's vic tories: "and the fame of David went out to all lands, and the Lord brought the fear of him upon all lands" . Like Samuel, Josephus has no equivalent to this item54. Instead, again like Samuel, he proceeds directly (7.78) to a new episode, i e David's transfer of the ark to Jerusalem, 2 Samuel 6/1 Chronicles 13-16/,4/j/ 7.78-S965.
CONCLUSION
Now that I have completed my detailed comparison of Ant 7.71-77 with its Biblical parallels, I shall, by way of conclusion, briefly summarize my findings on the questions with which this essay began. The first of those questions concerned whether or not Josephus made use of both Biblical accounts of David's double victory. Our investigation yielded indications that he did, in fact, do so. Thus, his mention of the Philistine "camp" plundered by David (7.77) and his representation of David "destroying" the Philistine "gods" reflects the peculiar readings of 1 Chronicles 14:16b against those of 2 Samuel 5:25b (see nn. 60, 63). On the other hand, his placing of our episode accords with that found in 2 Samuel 5-6, i e as an interlude between the account of events in Jerusalem (5:6-16/7.61-70) and the narrative of David's transfer of the ark there (6:1-23/7.78-89) contra the sequence of 1 Chronicles 11-16 (see nn. 10, 65).
A related opening question had to do with the text-form(s) of 2 Samuel 5:17-25 and/or 1 Chronicles 14:8-17 utilized by Josephus. The evi dence uncovered in this study points towards Josephus' use of a text of the two passages more like that of "LXX" (BL) than our "MT" . Such evi dence includes his name "Valley of the Giants" (7.71, so BL 14:9; com pare MT 5:18/14:9 "Valley of Rephaim") for the site of the first battle, the designation "Weeping Groves" (7.76, so BL 5:23-24; compare MT 5:23-24/14:14-15 "balsam trees" , see n. 51) of the locale where David is to await the second Philistine advance, and his making David (7.77, so BL 14:16b) rather than the Israelites as a whole (so MT 14:16b) the one to plunder the Philistines' "camp"66.
Our next initial question focussed on the rewriting techniques brought to bear by Josephus on the data of his sources in 7.71-77. Its brevity notwithstanding, this pericope of Ant was found to exemplify a whole range of such techniques, these being, as might be expected, intimately interconnected. For one thing, Josephus elaborates on various source items, e g, David's initial inquiry (7.72; compare 5:19/14:10), as well as both his first (7.73; compare 5:20a/14:lla) and second (7.77a; compare 5:25a/14:16a) rout of the Philistines, and the sequels to the latter event (7.77b; compare 5:25b/14:16b). He also, however, omits a number of Biblical particulars: David's initial response to the first Philistine advance (7.71; compare 5:17b/14:8b, see n. 10), the site ("Baal-perazim") of the first battle (7.73; compare 5:20a/14:lla, see n. 33), the related aitiology of the site-name (5:20b/14:20b)67, God's announcement about his upcoming advance against the Philistines (7.76; compare 5:24b/14:15b, see n. 52), the starting point (Geba/Gibeon) of David's pursuit of the Philistines (7.77; compare 5:25b/14:16b), and the generalizing conclusion of 14:17 (see n. 64). Josephus likewise re-arranges the sequence of his sources, "anticipating" (7.73) the reference (2 Sam 5:23) to David's com ing upon the Philistines "from the rear" (see n. 30), while "delaying" that concerning his disposition of the Philistine "gods" (7.77b; compare 5:21/14:12, see n. 62). Lastly, the historian freely modifies /replaces ele ments of the Biblical presentations. Thus, stylistically, he recasts direct as indirect discourse (see 7.72-73; compare 5:19/14:10 and 7.76; compare 5:23-24/14:14-15), and introduces no less than seven historic present forms (see 7.71, 73, 75, 76, 77) into his version. This feature also, however, extends to the content of the Biblical narratives: in his retelling both of David's inquiries of God are conducted via a prophet rather than directly (see 7.72-73a; compare 5:19/14:11 and 7.76; compare 5:23-24/14:14-15), just as the aitiology of the name "Baal-perazim (5:20b/14:lib) gives way to an extended commentary on the character of David's initial victory and the Philstines' second attack (7.74-75, see n. 67).
Among my opening questions there also figured one concerning the distinctiveness of Josephus' account of David's double victory vis-á-vis its Biblical parallels. Here, I recall the following distinctive features of Josephus' version (and, indeed, of Ant overall). Throughout, the historian accentuates the magnitude of the Philistine threat (see especially the long, interjected comment on the matter in 7.74-75), as also the piety, energy, and efficacy with which David responds thereto (see nn. 23, 31, 34, 42, 44). He highlights too the prophetic-priestly character of the entire affair (see nn. 28, 50), while somewhat downplaying God's direct involvement in the Philistines' definitive rout (see n. 52).
My two final opening questions asked about Josephus' reason for including the material of 5:17-25/14:8-17 in his history and the messages his version might be intended to convey to his double audience, i e cultivated Gentiles and fellow Jews68. In responding now to that two-fold query, I suggest that Josephus opted to include the material -suitably reworked by him -because he recognized its usefulness in furthering his own purposes with regard to both his projected readerships. In particular, the story of David's double triumph over the Philistine hosts would help make clear to Gentile readers the falsity of contemporary canards about the Jews' failure to produce figures of (military) stature over the course of their history69. That same story would at the same time, however, convey both an intimation of hope and a warning to fellow Jews, still smarting from their recent first-hand exposure to Rome's military might: the same God who at the "moment" fixed by him (see 7.77a) had brought about David's overthrow of the Philistine forces could do the same with respect to the Jews' current arch-enemy, the Romans. Until that divinely determined and disclosed moment arrived, however, they, like David before them, should continue waiting, rather than attempting -as they had done recently with such disastrous results -to take the initiative against the enemy into their own hands70.
Within the vast expanse of Ant's twenty component books, the seven paragraphs of a single book treated here constitute, of course, only the proverbial "drop in the bucket" . Still, I hope that this essay would have make clear that even so short a passage does repay the close study I have tried to give it here.
NOTES: Note the historic present; see n. 18. 30
As Marcus, Josephus, V, 398, n. a points out, in 2 Samuel 5 it is, rather, in connection with the latter, second battle account that one hears of David's being told to come at the Philistines from the rear (see v 23). Also elsewhere in 7.71-77 we will find evidence of Josephus' "scrambling" the data of the sources' two battle narratives. 31
The above embellishment of the source battle reports serves to highlight the military stature and success of David, this in line with an overall tendency of Josephus' retelling of the Biblical David story, see Feldman, "David", 141-147. See also n. 34. 32
On the various questions surrounding "Baal-perazim"-its meaning, location, prior history, versional renderings, etcetera -see the commentaries. 33
His doing so is understandable given the site's insignificance for the wider course of Israel's history and is further reflective of Josephus' general tendency to "streamline'' in the case of the minor place and personal names cited in his Biblical sources. 34
This concern goes together with his interest in accentuating the military stature of King David, on which see n. 31. The "misconception" which Josephus' com ment in 7.74 is designed to preclude is, it might be remarked, one that his own previous presentation with its elaboration of the sources' battle notices in terms of the speed and ease of David's victory might well engender on the part of readers-this necessitating precisely the editorial intervention undertaken by Josephus at this point.
35
This formulation refers back to 7.73 where, in his elaboration of the sources' battle accounts, Josephus states "at first encounter he (David) fell suddenly upon the enemy' rear, slew part of them and put the rest to flight". 36
This collocation occurs only here in Josephus. 37
Josephus' other uses of the noun f}pa&irríj<; are in BJ 1.21 ;6.4; Ant 13.47; 18.314. 38
Josephus' one other use of the noun áyévvsia is in BJ 1.357; note the wordplay between it here and the adjective yevvaiov earlier in 7.74. 39
Josephus' other uses of this adjectival collocation are in Ant 3.42 (reverse order);4.10; 5.370; 6.68. 40
The sources give no indication that the Philistines had any allies in their initial advance against Israel. Josephus' mention of such allies here accordingly under scores both the magnitude of the threat facing David and the extent of his tri umph in repulsing it. As for the specific nations mentioned by him as the Philistines' confederates, "all Syria" might be seen Note the historic present; see n 18. 44
Here again (see n. 42) Josephus insists that it was not just once, but repeatedly that the Israelites under David had defeated the Philistines. That the latter, nonetheless, persist in their attacks points up both their tenacity and the full sig nificance of Israel's triumphs over them. 45
This specification of the previous reference to the Philistines' "larger force" is Josephus' embellishment of 5:22/14:13 which give no indication that the second Philistine assault involved more troops than had the first.
46
With the entire above sequence compare the summary notices of 5:22 "and the Philistines came up again, and spread out in the valley of Rephaim"/14:13 "And the Philistines yet again made a raid in the valley". 47
Note that within the brief compass of 7.71-77 Josephus employs no less than three synonymous designations for David's people, i e "Hebrews" (7.71,74,75), "Jews" (7.72), and "Israelites" here in 7.76. 48
Compare Compare the plusses of MT and B 5:25 made in connection with the mention of Gezer, i e "unto the entrance o/G ezer" (MT = TJ, Vulg)/"unto the land (rijf 7ijc) o f Gazara" (B). 58
With this interjected "distance indication" compare that made in 7.71 concern ing the "Valley of the Giants", i e "this is a place not far from the city (Jerusalem)". Here in 7.77 the interjection serves to highlight the extent of David's triumph: he drives the Philistines who had earlier advanced to a point "not far from" his capital right back to the border of their land. 59
Note the historic present (see n. 18). 60
In making explicit mention of the Philistine "camp" here, Josephus goes together with 14:16b, "they smote (so MT; BL [sTara^e, like Josephus, makes David the subject) the camp (BL rr/v Tapen^oX-qv) of the Philistines" against 5:25b which simply has David "smiting the Philistines". 61
This indication concerning what David found in the Philistine camp is Josephus' elaboration of the "camp notice" of 14:16b (see previous note). Also elsewhere, Josephus expatiates on the valuables obtained by the Israelites from their defeated foes, doing so with a view, it would seem, of counteracting con
